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for them in the course of his trade or business (k). What is
a trade or business appears to be a question of fact (/).
It has been held that a lodging house keeper who does
not provide board, carries on a trade or business (m).
Consent of the True Owner.—The words " by the
consent of the true owner under such circumstances that
he is the reputed owner thereof " are also to be noted
carefully. It is necessary that the true owner should
have consented to a state of things necessarily leading to
the inference of ownership by the bankrupt (;?). The
real relation of the parties is to be taken into consideration
in determining the question of the consent of the owner.
Determination of Consent.—The consent of the true
owner may in certain cases be determined or withdrawn
in such a way as to defeat the operation of the statute. A
mere demand of possession prior to an act of bank-
ruptcy (0), or even after but before notice of an available
act of bankruptcy (p)t has been held sufficient. Where
the true owner was unable to make a demand, but did all
he could short of forcibly entering the house where his
chattels were, to recover them, consent was negatived (q).
A mere intention to take possession or the happening of
an event which would entitle the true owner to take
possession, is not enough ; there must be something done
(k) Colonial Bank v. Whinnev (1886), 11 App. Cas. 426, per Lord
Watson, at p. 440 ; 5 Digest 787, 6745.
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5 Digest 786, 6747.
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